Dear Jim, Tad Hzulc/star/ AS series 9/19/75 ?? HW 9/1 9/75 

I did not have much time to thinl after you phoned today to tell me of this first 
of a three-part series this featuring the transcripts. I did, off the top, as usual , 
write the editor of the Star (cc with note to hen :>r&dlee). Long ago I had agreed to a 
visit from an ox UPI reporter now with a trade publication when ho was in the area, 
which turned out to bo today and for cupper. Tomorrow there will be at least cue and 
perhaps two guests, also agreed to earlier. 3o, I’m jot getting the work I wanted to 
done and I'm not having time to think about your call. 

However, it occurred to me after our guest loft with what I hope is ontough time 
ti make the lust NYC shuttle, it cams back , to me, ti la t you mentioned Nosenko in your 
call, this may be a giveaway. I think but nger can't be sure that I 

mentioned the possibilities to you whon we spoke. 

How I doji't know of anyone else who has been pushing both the CIA and tho Archives 
on Nosenko. begun verbally before I was tiiaen ill in April. The day wo had tho first 
cuBbstone pis taken Johnson gave se a partial file tliat since I have kept separate. 

In and of itself 1* is a deliberate withholding of what then was no longer withheld. 
Then there was correspondence. Then I got some of wliat had not been given to me. 

I raised questions close to immediately and in writing. The Archives told me it had 
been referred to the CIA. It violated tho law in not saying it would need more time 
within the time permitted. The Archives, in fact, made the same violation, as I think 
I wroto earlier, in not even referring that request in time. 

In all this time I have had nothing from the CIA. 

Now, suddenly, out of the nothingness of his non-interest in the Warren “eport, 
azulc develops this interest in Nosenko? 

ONLY after I appeal the denials some of which were plain stonewalling (the others 
la ncier stonewalling) Sauls develops an interest and from what I gather in nothing 
in all tills vastnesr; of material except that on which I've been wording? Nosenko and 
"my" transcripts?" 

Do we want to auk LJoyda of London what the odds really are? 

What would seem to be obvious is that someone is feeding Szulc. 

How many people con know this story and that I'm after tho withheld and its meaning 

(I had a short chapter on this in FK and Howard took all or almost all of it out!) 

This whole thing io of the Angleton wing of the CIA. That is, witfc the Commission. 

Szulc seems to speak for the non-Angleton wing and now both are in trouble. 

Until I raad tho series all I can say is that the coincidences, if tliis they are, 
are truly remarkable. 

I think that if we had support and experienced, perhaps partly retired counsel , 
we could develop one hell of a thing from these indications and the past record. 

I can, of course, file any time with tho CIA having violated the law wften these 
two requests wore referred to them. Hut wa havn't the time now. 

And now, of course, if they give anything to me they have to give it to this 
ohnny-come-lately Szulo. 

What remarkable coincidences we live through! 


Best, 


